7/7/76 


Sangtto Richard Sofaweiker 
U.S. Senate 

Washington, D.C. 20510 
Dear Si ok. 


, ,/,>S f V! Uld 1x3 ^P 101, “* easiar 'or me if I could accept any part of your letter 
of 1/2/76. 1 do not nejoy the kind of life that has been foroed upon me if I am to meet 
my responsibilities , I do not enjoy what reports like yours mean in extra work for me and 
1 Particularly do not like what honest comment on your report demands* 


the 


Tour concluding paragraph in particular i"... found no evidence that any member of 
nm Commission other than Allen Dulles was party to the cover-up. “ 


They were all witting, they all knew that jrhat you report was happening, they 
all agreed to let it happen and they all, including Ford, who was present, decided to 
destroy the record of their awareness. You know I got this after years of effort under 
FOIA and you should know that I printed it in faaadaile in Post Mortem . Tou also know 
that prlor to its printing I offered you all the originals in it and released you from 
even the obligation of crediting me with having done the work. 


So, even in your invalid simplification your are in factual prroT. They knew 
that exactly what your report says was happening when it happened. Members and staff. 
yjySf mmOB aal 1,670 other illustrations, not just th§ executive sessioh 


I can't even say you found no evidence because you didn't look for it. You/found 
none because you pretended you did not have what you in faot did have. This in parti- 
cular troubles me much* 


I the areas of your conjectures, and your report is based on conjectures, you 
have basic factual error that is beyond remedy. There is relevance in anything you say 
only if a) you assume Oswald to be the or an assassin, whioh you do regardless of the 
semantical or b) he served some agency of government, whioh you ignore almost entirely. 
Where you do not you also are less than honest.) 

To make your claim of no evidence of Commission awareness you have to have done 
at least rudimentary cheoking. Yet your entire report is based on an unquestioning as- 
sumption of the Commission* a accuracy and integrity. You therefore have basic factual 
error and have destroyed what value your report might have had if your assumptions and 
approach could have been valid. Worse, the Commission' r record was corrupted to make the 
quote possible and X have for years had the proof of that as any genuine investigation 
should have had. You knew the conjecture you pursued came from my work. Yet heither you 
nor any of your staff even asked me by phene if I know anything about it or could provide 
you with any evidence about it. X told you X had done much work on that in New Orleans 
and you still did not ask. I hate to say it but without this error you had no report as 
it was drafted, no justification for the work at all. 

I understand your political realities. This is why I asked why you went for this 
at all. It wqe bound to give you a conflict of interest. You resolved it in favor of 
Ford, not truth and the healing of this weeping wound. I do not for a minute *Mnir you 
look with approval cm your party's clear intent of bombing itself back into the stone 
age and do not think it is at all oongenial to you. But you knew that, too, before you 
undertook this responsibility. 

You do not write me political realities anywhere else. The new intelligence com- 
mittee will find it impossible to exercise any meaningful oversight without the added and 
very complicated job of investigating the JFK assa s sina tion. If they investigate based on 
your report they begin with a dry well that will get drier and drier the deeper they dig. 
If there is a record of the Senate charging this oommittee with a real -investigation, not 


merely your committee's pious request that is not binding, I'd Moreoiata a y 
«y knowledge and records. Your words here also are only conjectural,"... ym have*been 
charged to investigate any aspect of the Kennedy assassination." Moreover ? 
think the mandate of the commits itself included thiHhar^l^So le^iTlA 

e«L.Mi’ t v,i? a T mandate * I , know it wa8 80 interpreted because before your subcommittee was 
established I was consulted. Once your subcommittee was established that was ended. 

«« rthutfJ ? ld r 1 J* 7 t0 ba forthrl « fat w i«» Members of Congress regard this as 
not merely a personal way of living. You impressed me very mSh. Whila^f 
I had know the doctrine of your report I'd have had nothing to do with it , + 

whirl Lrj^ S hLk 0U bf t°t 11378 dCa l t0 help y ° U * * ou V9r 7 well that publishing 
what I had in a book about to come out would have killed that book yet I offered ittf 

t^b/in 0 ^ S ? r 7 ^ U d f^ Ted me but you ourely *** oislead me by telling me you'd iSnt 
to bo in close touch and if you could not come here you’d a end tranaportation for 

1 *** “* took a 

so there oould be privacy in consultation. I phoned Dave to let him know where I was. 

rr *m Y ° U 0Pted incompetents, underinfoimed and plain self-seekers instead 

£ If al “ T*f bU,< ' a *> ,0Ur »— “* and ' 

be in the future. It also means tnat even within your own framework you did much lesa 

than jnn ooald hub.. .ltd bath the FBI and the CIA — with no manHa » S So SSrt 

af 4 “* rognrfad ns Its inaoatlgntars Ohara they did not 

vJ£t Tbe r y aa * for ° ne • xam P le * “ ™ back-channel that told Sever the 
truth while deliberately lying to the Commission. Leg Whitten will tell you that whilp 

in^vba tT P f 4V + tS 1001,1 ln4end6d for yo«r convenience I showed him how to establish It 
efforts on behalf of your party's possible candidate in the coming election becausS it 

IZZVX *£«S“ ~££r 

egzspjL'i ar, ssr r 

BSfSr^ffssi rrs »ter5S3T 

smss ** thai1 *■* * ^ *- - -* oiLts^s: s tz 

to t^ tSirs^oS sr 

hut «.« fnnt nbant tha tom. SmtoKS.'' “ *" ™ detan *' 

on.,™ 110(1 111 mind » wbaterrer your intention, you did do what you 

you read »hat I for tha*o^^! *° ,0te80 “> " hMe S«rtl«an I naner »no, if 

nors to T ?rrort'^Zt£f PoasiMUtr »f andalng ,bnt yon have dans. But thro in 
S^ut b3!r. f 1 t* 11 ”* “a Baagan and KcOnrthy In hiu rtu 


% regrets, Harold Weisberg 


